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The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities 
on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital status, 

familial status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, 
reprisal, or because all or part of an individual’s income is derived from any public assistance 

program. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 

alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) 
should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD). 

 
To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 

Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410, or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or 

(202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer. 

 

 



 

 

APPENDIX E 

CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

Over 17,000 letters/emails were received commenting on the Draft EIS.  This appendix contains photocopies of 

the letters/emails received and the Interdisciplinary Team’s responses to those comments.  The record contains 

all emails and letters received many of which were form letters received as part of various solicitations by 

groups.  Form letters containing the same points of concern were not repeated in the response to comments 

section below but are contained in the project record. 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

2   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1.1 

 

 

1.2 

 

 

1.3 

 

 

1.4 

 

 

1.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe the action 

alternatives and locations within the FC-RONR Wilderness. 

 

1.2  – Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout 

the EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated 

by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness 

Act of 1980 which is the underpinning for Forest Service 

management of this area.   

 

1.3 – In addition to standard operating procedures to minimize 

impacts described in 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the DEIS, the Biological 

Assessment, and Biological Opinion (Project Record) on effects 

to ESA listed fish will have additional protective requirements.   

 

1.4 – Comment noted. 
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2.1 

2.2 

2.3 

 

 

 

2.4 

2.5 

 

 

 

 

2.6 

 

 

2.7 

 

 

2.1 - Comment noted. 

 

2.2 -  This is not a mining proposal. The project is intended to allow 

the claimant to collect subsurface geologic information in 

preparation for a new validity determination. 

 

2.3 - Comment noted. 

 

2.4 - Comment noted. 

 

2.5 - Section 2.4.4 of the EIS describes PDF common to all alternatives 

including the need for informational signs at Pueblo Summit.  

Motorized use of the road into the wilderness would only be by the 

proponent in support of approved mining activities and only for the 

number of motorized trips disclosed in Sections 2.4.2, 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3, 

2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4  

 

2.6 - Section 2.4.4 of the EIS describes PDFs common to all 

alternatives including the need for informational signs at Pueblo 

Summit.  Motorized use of the road into the wilderness would only be 

by the proponent in support of approved mining activities and only 

for the number of motorized trips disclosed in Sections 2.4.2, 2.4.2.2, 

2.4.3, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4  

 

2.7 - This is correct.  The maintenance has been delegated to the 

county via a FRTA easement. 
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3.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.2 

3.3 

3.4 

 

3.5 

 

 

 

3.1 – The opportunity to discuss topics directly generally results in a 

better understanding of the project. 

3.2 – Thanks for your comment. 

3.3 – The EIS recognizes and acknowledges impacts to Wilderness 

characteristics.   

3.4 - Appendix C of the EIS discloses the monitoring for the project.  

The FEIS/ROD and final plan of operations will include a more 

complete monitoring plan. The Forest Service bonds for the full cost 

of reclamation. The FEIS does not provide bonding costs in the NEPA 

document since those costs cannot be calculated until an 

alternative is selected and a final plan of operation developed.  

 

Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not require the 

disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. Including bond 

estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. The NEPA analysis 

includes addressing mitigation and monitoring measures that 

typically require bonding but are not finalized until the NEPA 

decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond. 

 

3.5 – Accurate summary of effects. 
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3.6 

 

 

 

 

3.7 

3.8 

3.9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.10 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.11 

 

 

 

3.6 - Section 2.4.4 of the EIS describes PDFs.  The EIS has made a 

correction to require that a copy of any required SPCC be made 

available to the FS.  The actual review would be not be done by the 

FS. 

 

3.7 - Thank you for the comment. 

 

3.8 – Thank you for the comment. 

 

3.9 - Thank you for the comment 

 

3.10 – Page 2-16 14th paragraph, pg. 2-17 3rd paragraph and pg. 2-

18 2nd paragraph of the DEIS contain standard operating 

procedures to minimize or improve riparian vegetation near streams.  

The appendix B effects matrix in the Fisheries Specialist Report 

(Project Record, Table A-2) describes effects to the temperature 

and riparian conservation area WCIs.  The Biological Assessment and 

related Biological Opinion on effects to ESA listed fish will contain an 

assessment of temperature effects.  The temporary road 

“construction” will consist of authorizing motorized use of existing old 

road beds (DEIS pages 2-5 and 2-12).  Because the road prisms exist 

little alteration of riparian vegetation will be required for 

maintenance. 

 

3.11 – Thank you for the analysis recommendations for the final DEIS.  

Section 2.5.4 of the DEIS discloses the effects determinations to ESA 

listed species.  The USFWS submitted a biological opinion to the 

Forest Service on October 30, 2013and NOAA on November 13, 

2013.  The NOAA opinion concluded that the action is not likely to 

jeopardize the continued existence of steelhead or Chinook salmon 

and is not likely to result in the destruction or adverse modification of 

designated critical habitat.  The USFWS opinion concluded the 

action will not jeopardize the continued survival and recovery of bull 

trout and will not destroy or adversely modify designated critical 

habitat. 

 

Figure 2-1 displays those portions of the project area within RCAs 

and Section 3.4 discloses the effects to water quality including 

activities within RCAs 
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3.12 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.13 

 

 

3.14 

 

3.11  Section 2.4.4 includes those terms and conditions imposed by 

the Services. 

 

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS discloses the time frames where 

activities would occur.  Section 2.4.4 of the EIS includes PDFs to 

further protect resources based on timing and includes features such 

as, Motorized travel on roads would be restricted when roads are 

saturated with water and rutting could occur. 

 

3.12 – Section 3.4 of the DEIS describes the existing conditions and 

affects relative to Water Quality.   Water quality analysis and 

detection limits are included in the Soil & Water specialist report. 

 

3.13 - Section 3.4 of the EIS describes the existing conditions and 

affects relative to Water Quality and discusses the limited data set.   

Water quality analysis and detection limits are included in the Soil & 

Water specialist report.   

 

3.14 – The Soil and Water Resources Specialist Report (Project 

Record) describes site-specific application and effectiveness of 

BMPs, with a monitoring and feedback mechanism, which is the 

IDEQ approved strategy for controlling nonpoint source pollution. 
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3.15 

 

 

 

3.16 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.17 

 

 

3.18 

 

 

 

3.19 

3.20  

 

 

3.15 - Appendix C of the EIS discloses project monitoring.  The EIS 

does not include adaptive management as described in FSH 

1909.15, chapter 10.  Specific to the example of determining if site-

specific BMPs are being implemented, Appendix C the Minerals and 

Geology Monitoring main purpose is to accomplish this and would 

be done on a daily basis given the sensitivity of this project in 

designated wilderness. 

 

3.16 – Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road maintenance 

and reconstruction that would occur, along with temporary road 

authorizations.  No road construction would occur.  The sections of 

FR-373 where limited roadwork is proposed are constructed in 

colluvium and non-mineralized.  Groundwater specialist report, 

Appendix C, and Section 3.4 of the EIS describes groundwater 

resources and the negligible direct, indirect, and cumulative effects.  

 

3.17 - Section 3.5 of the EIS describes soil resources and the 

negligible direct, indirect, and cumulative effects.  Section 2.4.4 of 

the EIS includes PDF for drilling to pit management to reduce 

potential impacts. 

 

3.18 – See response 3.4 above. Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS 

disclose the requirement to post bonds.   Current Forest Service 

regulations and policy do not require the disclosure of reclamation 

bonds in NEPA documents. Including bond estimates in NEPA 

decisions would be premature. The NEPA analysis includes 

addressing mitigation and monitoring measures that typically require 

bonding but are not finalized until the NEPA decision is made. Once 

the authorized officer makes a NEPA decision, the mitigation 

measures are incorporated by the operator into their plan of 

operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest Minerals Staff 

and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is prepared. The 

final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s submission 

and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond.   

 

3.19 – Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS disclose the requirement to 

post bonds.   Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not 

require the disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. 

Including bond estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. 

The NEPA analysis includes addressing mitigation and monitoring 

measures that typically require bonding but are not finalized until the 



  Response to Comments 

 

8   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

NEPA decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond.   

 

3.20 – Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS disclose the requirement to 

post bonds.  Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not 

require the disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. 

Including bond estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. 

The NEPA analysis includes addressing mitigation and monitoring 

measures that typically require bonding but are not finalized until the 

NEPA decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond.  We will clarify 

the requirement for providing financial assurance for the full cost of 

interim reclamation and monitoring and final reclamation at the 

conclusion of the project. We will also attempt to make clear that 

the outcome of this project depends primarily on future legal 

decisions. 
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3.21 

 

 

 

 

3.22 

 

 

 

3.23 

 

 

3.21 - Thank you for the comment 

 

3.22 – Section 2.4.4 discloses project PDFs including the need to use 

native seed appropriate for the elevation and habitat.  The minerals 

program routinely collects seed onsite for reclamation purposes and 

has the seed prepared or plants propagated by a local native plant 

nursery.  

 

3.23 - The FC-RONR Wilderness has similar challenges to site 

restoration through seedings as other areas of the PNF.  Section 2.4.4 

discloses project PDFs including the need to use native seed 

appropriate for the elevation and habitat.  The minerals program 

routinely collects seed onsite for reclamation purposes and has the 

seed prepared or plants propagated by a local native plant nursery.  

These types of seedlings are generally successful the year following 

implementation with regard to establishing proper cover.  However 

the wilderness landscape will be altered, section 3.3.2, 3.3.3, 3.11.2, 

and 3.11.3 describe the potential for long term effects to wilderness 

experience and visual resource. 

 

Section 2.4.4 of the EIS includes  a PDF to assess revegetation efforts. 
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3.24 

 

 

 

 

3.25 

 

 

 

3.26 

 

 

3.27 

 

3.28 

 

 

 

3.29 

 

 

3.30 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.24 - The Penn Ida Plaza is simply a flat spot in front of the adit.  It 

would normally not be of importance to project impacts but inside 

Wilderness any reduction in motorized use, small disturbances, or 

noise, can assist in achieving a reduction in the impacts to 

wilderness character and a reaching a VQO of preservation.   

 

3.25 – There is no drainage from the Ella adit. The FS will provide more 

detail in the FEIS.  Section 3.4 and Appendix D of the EIS and the 

groundwater technical report further describe groundwater 

resources and protection measures.  

 

3.26 - The EIS does contain a list of acronyms at the back of the 

glossary.  However, Project Design Feature (PDF) will be added. 

 

3.27 - Section S.1 discloses that “Roughly 291 acres of the Frank 

Church River of No Return Wilderness (FC-RONR Wilderness) lie with 

the Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project Area.” 

 

3.28 - It is often difficult to display all needed detail on a map when 

overlaying layers.   

 

3.29 – Correct, there are no additional BMPs described in the 

Fisheries and Watershed Resources Section of the EIS.  The Soil and 

Watershed Specialist report includes a table of state mining BMPs 

that are accomplished through the implementation of Soil and 

Water Conservation Practices (SWCPs) described in Forest Service 

Handbook 2509.22.  The sentence citing this has been modified. 

 

3.30 – The FS portrayal of use is based on averages over the noted 

period, based on voluntary trail registrations and assumed 

registration rates. The overall use trend at this trail head seems to be 

stable to downward. There has not been any discernible increase in 

use entering the Wilderness at this portal over the last 30 years.  
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3.31 

 

 

 

3.32 

 

 

 

3.33 

 

 

3.31 – Page 20 of the Fisheries Specialist Report (Project Record) and 

Soil and Watershed Resources Report provide additional detail on 

effects from fording.  The Biological Assessment and Biological 

Opinion on ESA listed fish will provide further detail on the effects 

from fords. 

 

3.32 – Thank you for your catching the labeling error.  Figure 3-5 

should be labeled ESA Listed, Sensitive, and MIS Fish Distribution, and 

Figure 3-5 should be labeled Designated Critical Habitat.  Separate 

maps are created when too much displayed information makes a 

map too cluttered. 

 

3.33 - The error is corrected in the EIS. 
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3.34 

 

 

 

 

3.34 - The FS understands the rating for this EIS is EC-2.  Hopefully the 

responses to comments and any additions to the EIS clarify and 

respond to identified concerns. 
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4.1 

 

 

 

4.1- Thank you for the comment. 
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5.1 

 

 

 

 

 

To Whom it May Concern, 
                Please see the attached letter containing DEQ’s comments. 
 

Danielle Robbins 
Boise Regional Office 
Idaho Department of Environmental Quality 
1445 North Orchard 
Boise, ID 83607 
208-373-0550 

 

 

 

 

 

5.1 The following is a form letter being distributed for all requests for 

comment by Idaho DEQ.  The letter appears to be designed to 

notify proponents of potential applicable code across of wide array 

of projects.  Various sections and references to Idaho code may or 

may not apply to an individual project.  The Forest Service designs 

projects to meet state law and the codified mechanisms to 

implement State law.  Contracts or other instruments for 

implementing Forest Service decisions also contain text for meeting 

State code and law.  The Forest Service appreciates IDEQs list of 

potentially applicable code and designs projects to meet not only 

the applicable code identified in this form letter but any that is 

otherwise valid.  The ROD will document consistency with applicable 

law. 
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6.1 

 

6.2 

 

 

6.3 

 

 

 

 

6.4 

 

 

 

6.5 

 

 

 

6.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need for 

proposing an action within the FC-RONR Wilderness.  Section 2.4.2 

and 2.4.3 describe road authorizations and maintenance within the 

FC-RONR Wilderness. 

 

6.2 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.  Section 2.3 describes those Alternative 

eliminated from detailed study.  Section 2.2 of the EIS discloses the 

efforts to work with proponent during NFMA to reduce impacts of 

proposal during the development of a reasonable Plan. 

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate.   

 

6.3 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes alternatives, including section 

2.3.2 which eliminated from detailed study a non-mechanized only 

alternative.  Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the authorization, 

maintenance, and design features associated with road usage in 

the FC-RONR Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS 

management dilemma – respecting the claimant’s legal rights for 

purposes of legitimate mineral development while protecting the 

Wilderness environment.  

 

6.4 - Section 1.5 describes the purpose and need for this project.  The 

purpose of this project is to allow a mining claimant to collect 

information in advance of a new validity determination by the 

federal government. The costs of the environmental analysis are 

borne by the Forest Service in accordance with our regulations. The 

reclamation bond will be developed by certified Forest Service 

minerals administrators in accordance with policy and regulation. 

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS disclose the requirement to post 

bonds.   

 

6.5 - Archaeological surveys were conducted to professional 

standards and in compliance applicable laws and regulations 

(Specialist Report PY2008-2210).  Professional standards dictate that 
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we consider the effect to resources over 50 years old.  Therefore, 

identification efforts were designed to locate Ancestral Native 

American and Historic Archaeological sites.  Archaeological 

information is sensitive and Information regarding the location, 

character or ownership of a historic resource is exempt from the 

Freedom of Information Act pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 470w-3 (National 

Historic Preservation Act) and 16 U.S.C. § 470hh (Archaeological 

Resources Protection Act.   

 

The 2003 contextual history was a stipulation required by a 

Memorandum of Agreement (03-MU-11041230-008) between the ID 

SHPO and Payette National Forest to mitigate project effects to the 

Historic Golden Hand Mine (PY-252).  The contextual history was 

designed to focus on late 19th century resources. 
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7.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7.2 

 

 

 

 

7.3 

 

 

7.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.   

 

 

7.2 – The Groundwater Specialist Report (Project Record) provides a 

discussion of effects to groundwater from drilling activities.  The 

Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion on effects to ESA listed 

fish including bull trout, provide a discussion of effects to ground 

water from drilling activities.  Page 16 of the Fisheries Specialist 

Report (Project Record) provides a baseline description of water 

quality and effects from historic mining activities.  Any future 

development of a mine would require a new separate analysis of 

effects. 

 

7.3 – Thank you for your comments. Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses 

project design features to reduce or eliminate project effects 

including those related to wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the 

direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the project on wildlife 

resources.  Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for 

wildlife species.  This project would not result in take to ESA listed 

wildlife species nor would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife 

species.  The project record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS 

has concurred with a may effect, not likely to adversely effect 

determination for lynx. 
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7.4 

 

 

7.4 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes alternatives, including section 

2.3.2 which eliminated from detailed study a non-mechanized only 

alternative.  The removal of unauthorized structures is outside the 

scope of this proposal.  Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the 

authorization, maintenance, and design features associated with 

road usage in the FC-RONR Wilderness. 
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8.1 

8.2 

 

 

8.3 

 

 

 

 

 

8.1 - Section 1.9.2 of the EIS discloses consultation and other 

contacts with the Tribe.  Section 3.12.2 and 3.12.3 summarizes effects 

to various resources. 

 

8.2 - Archaeological surveys were conducted to professional 

standards and in compliance applicable laws and regulations 

(Specialist Report PY2008-2210). Archaeological identification 

standards were designed to locate Ancestral Native American and 

Historic Archaeological sites. 

 

The forest is currently in formal consultation to identify Tribal Cultural 

and Treaty resources that may be affected by proposed project 

activities. 

 

8.3 - Section 1.9.2 of the EIS discloses consultation and other 

contacts with the Tribe. 
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8.4 

8.5 

8.6 

 

 

 

 

8.7 

8.8 

8.9 

 

 

 

8.10 

 

8.11 

 

8.12 

 

 

8.13 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8.4 – Thank you for the comment. 

 

8.5 – Thank you for the comment. 

 

8.6 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

8.7 – Thank you for the comment. 

 

8.8 – Thank you for the comment.                            

 

8.9 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

8.10 - The project record includes a fuel haul analysis that 

summarizes routes and risk reducing procedures.  As noted, many 

roads accessing the site are forest roads immediately adjacent to 

fish bearing waters.  Section 3.4.2.2 and 3.4.3.2 disclose the effects 

from chemical contamination.  The BA describes the effects of fuel 

haul and storage.   

 

8.11 - The project record includes a fuel haul analysis that 

summarizes routes and risk reducing procedures.  Fuel haul into the 

project would only occur on the Johnson Creek access routes.   

 

8.12 - The FS will share any fuel haul analysis with the Tribe through 

the informal or formal consultation process.  The BA and EIS contain 

the fuel transportation protocols that would occur.  State and 

Federal laws for the transport of fuels also apply to any haul. 
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8.13 - Section 2.4.4 of the EIS includes a design feature that requires 

the use of the Johnson Cr in lieu of the South Fork Road for fuel haul 

and equipment.  Chapter 3.1 of the EIS notes that discussions are 

often summaries of more complete analysis included in the Project 

Record.  Section 3.4 of the EIS describes the existing conditions and 

affects relative to Water Quality.  Other personnel engaged in the 

project would access via Johnson Cr., or the Lick Creek/Secesh 

route.  
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8.14 

 

 

8.15 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8.16 

 

 

 

8.17 

 

 

8.18 

8.19 

 

 

 

8.20 

 

 

 

 

 

8.21 

  

8.14 - The project record includes a fuel haul analysis that 

summarizes routes and risk reducing procedures.  Section 3.4 of the 

EIS describes the existing conditions and affects relative to Water 

Quality.  Appendix A notes that some cumulative impact analysis 

areas may extend well past the project area boundary and would 

have additional activities specified in the various technical report.  

The project record has a report that discusses the Golden Meadow 

Project as it relates to foreseeable future actions and cumulative 

effects. 

 

8.15 – Section 3.4.4.2 of the EIS describes effects to stream flow, and 

ESA listed fish.  The Biological Assessment (BA) and Biological Opinion 

(BO) of effects to ESA listed fish and designated critical habitat will 

provide additional analysis of effects from the water diversion.  

Section 3.4.4.2 describes methods for monitoring diversion rates.  The 

final BA and BO will provide modified or additional requirements for 

monitoring diversion rates.  The final BA and BO will describe 

potential effects to ground water from drilling and other activities. 

 

8.16 - FSM 2800, Chapter 2810, Section 2818 discussed occupancy of 

NFS lands available to claimants.  AIMMCO would not be housing 

personnel in historic structures. The only existing structures proposed 

for use are at Werdenhoff where one building will be used as a 

kitchen/dining room and another for core preparation. 

 

8.17 – WEPP models a long term decrease in sediment delivery by 

constructing cross drains (EIS Table 3-4), as long as the improvements 

are maintained, and traffic returns to baseline levels (DEIS pg. 3-35).   

Page 3-40 of the DEIS discloses potential effects from increased 

turbidity at fords and direct effects to bull trout and steelhead. 

 

8.18 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 discuss the authorization and 

maintenance of roads in the wilderness.  Within the FC-RONR 

wilderness the clearing or loose rock slough would occur to the 

original road width.   

 

8.19 – Page 3-35 and 3-36 of the DEIS describe the effects of 

maintaining and driving on temporary roads in the Wilderness, as 

well as rehabilitation activities at ford approaches.  The BA and BO 

will also describe effects from maintenance and use of the roads 

including acknowledgement of adverse effects to steelhead critical 

habitat. 
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8.20 - Section 3.3 and 3.4 of the EIS discloses the existing condition 

and affects to water, fishery, and wilderness resources.  Section 2.4.4 

discloses PDFs for the project including the reclamation of stream 

fords following use.  Within the FC-RONR Wilderness access must be 

kept to that proven essential (FSM 2800, 2817.26).  The project record 

contains a MRDG. 

 

8.21 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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8.22 

 

 

 

8.22 – Page 2-15 of the DEIS lists “reasonable” design features to 

reduce resource impacts.  Additional design features may be 

developed through public comment and ESA consultation. 
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9.1 

 

 

9.1 - Section 2.5 of the EIS provides a comparison of alternatives.  

Section 3.3 discloses the existing condition and affects to the 

wilderness resource. 
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10.1 

 

 

10.2 

 

10.3 

 

 

10.4 

 

 

 

 

10.1 - Section 1.3 of the EIS describes the project area.  Section 1.5 of 

the EIS describes the purpose and need and discloses the FS is 

responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to prepare for validity 

hearing. 

 

10.2 - Within the FC-RONR Wilderness access must be kept to that 

proven essential (FSM 2800, 2817.26), including the use of motorized 

transport and equipment.  The project record contains a MRDG.  

Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road maintenance and 

reconstruction that would occur, along with temporary road 

authorizations.  No road construction would occur.   

 

10.3 - Sections 1.5, 3.2, and 3.3 discuss the wilderness act and the 

provisions one of which discusses that activity is carried on in a 

manner consistent with the preservation of the wilderness 

environment.  Section 3.3 of the EIS discloses the effects to wilderness 

character and the project record includes a MRDG disclosing 

rationale for how an alternative takes into account both the need to 

preserve the wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-2]) and the need to permit ingress and egress which have been 

or are being customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5[b]). 

 

10.4 – Comment noted. Clearly work to development mineral 

resources in the Wilderness will impact that resource and have a 

degrading effect on the Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS 

management dilemma – respecting the claimant’s legal rights for 

purposes of legitimate mineral development while protecting the 

Wilderness environment.  
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10.5 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10.6 

 

 

 

 

10.7 

 

 

 

 

 

10.8 

 

 

 

10.9 

 

 

 

 

10.10 

 

10.5 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

10.6 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate. 

 

The Forest Service and AIMMCO negotiated over the terms of an 

operating plan proposal for more than two years. The intent was to 

reduce the scope of the project by limiting the size of equipment to 

the smallest practical and thereby minimizing necessary road 

improvements. Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 disclose the footprint of 

equipment that may be needed and the scope of the road 

maintenance that would occur within the FC-RONR Wilderness.  

Section 2.2 of the EIS describes the development of the project with 

AIMMCO. 

 

10.7 - Each section in Chapter 3 of the EIS includes cumulative 

effects analysis for the resource area.  While the goal of most mineral 

programs is to progress toward a production phase at profitable 

levels, the Forest Service does not have a detailed proposal in hand.  

Cumulative impacts were evaluated following direction in FSH 

1909.15, Section 15.1.  Reasonably foreseeable activities were 

evaluated as part of the cumulative effects analysis.  Reasonably 

foreseeable activities were developed using definitions in 36 CFR 

220.3. (3). Since the feasibility for future mining activities is currently 

undetermined, it is not a reasonably foreseeable action, and is not 

considered in the cumulative impacts analysis. If future mining 

activities are pursued by any entity in this area, additional 

permitting, approvals, and environmental clearance would be 

required for those activities. 
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10.8 - The roads do in fact date back many decades.  The use of 

temporary road is meant to be consistent with definitions found at 36 

CFR 212.1 and does not correspond to ecological impacts of roads. 

 

10.9 - Section 3.3 of the EIS discloses the existing condition and 

affects to the wilderness resource. 

 

10.10 – Comment noted.  Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the 

purpose and need and discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling 

to allow AIMMCO to prepare for validity hearing. 
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10.11 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10.12 

 

 

10.13 

 

 

 

10.14 

 

 

 

 

 

10.15 

 

 

 

10.11 – In accordance with Forest Service regulation at 35 CFR 

228.15(a), exploration is not permitted after the legal date on which 

the United States mining laws cease to apply (the date of 

withdrawal).  Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need 

and discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO 

to prepare for validity hearing. 

 

10.12 – There is no specific level of work required to establish validity, 

however it often requires extensive mapping, sampling and drilling 

to provide sufficient data to determine the extent of mineralization.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and discloses 

the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to prepare for 

validity hearing. 

 

10.13  - There is no specific level of work required to establish validity, 

however it often requires extensive mapping, sampling and drilling 

to provide sufficient data to determine the extent of mineralization.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and discloses 

the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to prepare for 

validity hearing. 

 

10.14 - There is no specific level of work required to establish validity, 

however it often requires extensive mapping, sampling and drilling 

to provide sufficient data to determine the extent of mineralization.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and discloses 

the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to prepare for 

validity hearing.  Also described is the need to the project to 

respond to the POO and ensure “operations are conducted so as, 

where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impact on 

National Forest surface resources”(36 CFR 228.8) 

 

10.15 - There is no specific level of work required to establish validity, 

however it often requires extensive mapping, sampling and drilling 

to provide sufficient data to determine the extent of mineralization.  

Section 3.2 of the EIS displays the administrative record showing 

what activity has occurred over the past 20 years regarding the 

Golden Hand claims. 
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10.16 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10.17 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10.18 

 

 

 

10.19 

 

 

10.20 

 

 

 

10.21 

 

 

10.16 – No development is proposed, nor is any mine proposed. This 

is a very small, short term drilling project with minimal surface 

disturbance. 

 

There is no specific level of work required to establish validity, 

however it often requires extensive mapping, sampling and drilling 

to provide sufficient data to determine the extent of mineralization.  

Section 3.2 of the EIS displays the administrative record showing 

what activity has occurred since 1983 regarding the Golden Hand 

claims.  Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and 

discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to 

prepare for validity hearing.   

 

10.17  - Project design features (DEIS pg. 2-15) were developed to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects to ESA listed fish and designated 

critical habitat as required by LRMP standards TEST06 and TEST29, 

including road maintenance, installation of an open bottom culvert, 

and rehabilitation of ford approaches.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion on effects to ESA listed fish and designated 

critical habitat will be prepared, whereby additional protective 

measures deemed necessary by the USFWS and NMFS no minimize 

impacts may be developed.  

 

10.18  – The WEPP model predicted reduction in sediment delivery is 

based on installation and maintenance of cross drains which direct 

water and sediment off of roads prior to reaching stream channels, 

and partial road bed obliteration at ford approaches following 

project activities (DEIS pg. 3-39).    

 

10.19 – There is currently no identified requirement to obtain a NPDES 

permit for road-related water management structures or other 

activities on this project.  Section 1.8.2 of the DEIS discusses the CWA. 

 

10.20 - Pages 3-35 and 3-38 of the DEIS describe the potential 

delivery of sediment from increased motorized use, maintenance, 

and ford repair, which are not accounted for in the WEPP model.  In 

the no action alternative the existing unauthorized road system 

which WEPP predicts is delivering sediment would remain 

unchanged.  Page 3-31 of the DEIS discloses some of the WEPP 

model assumptions and warns that the model is best used as relative 

comparison of alternatives rather than an absolute measure of 
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sediment delivery.  The use of professional judgment was necessary 

to synthesize WEPP modeled delivery with expected delivery that 

could not be modeled.  Section 3.5 of the DEIS discusses the 

landslide prone areas in the project. 

 

10.21 – Table S-1 on pg. S-13, and pg. S-17 in the DEIS provide 

preliminary assessments of effect to TES wildlife, plants, and fish.  

Pages 3-40 and 3-42 of the DEIS describe effects to ESA listed fish 

species and designated critical habitat.  The Biological Assessment 

and Biological Opinion (Project Record) on effects to ESA listed fish 

will further describe impacts to TES. 
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10.22 

 

 

 

 

10.23 

 

10.24 

 

 

10.25 

 

 

 

10.26 

 

 

 

 

10.27 

 

 

 

10.22 - Table S-1 on pg. S-13, and pg. S-17 in the DEIS provide 

preliminary assessments of effect to TES wildlife, plants, and fish.  

Pages 3-40 and 3-42 of the DEIS describe effects to ESA listed fish 

species and designated critical habitat.  The Biological Assessment 

and Biological Opinion (Project Record) on effects to ESA listed fish 

will further describe impacts to TES. 

 

10.23 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

10.24 – Thanks you for your comments. Sec 3.1 of the Wildlife 

Specialist report identifies the survey and occurrence records used in 

the analysis.   

 

10.25 - The Biological Evaluation lists all the species considered when 

doing botanical surveys.  This list contains species addressed in the 

Forest Plan and follows tracked by Idaho Fish and Game.  Surveys 

follow an intuitive controlled method that focuses on species most 

likely to occur in the area. 

 

10.26 - Sections 3.7.2, 3.7.3, and 3.7.4 discuss the effects to apparent 

naturalness, natural integrity, primitive recreation, solitude, special 

features, special values, special places, and wilderness 

manageability and boundaries in IRAs within the project area. 

10.27 - Chapter 3 discloses the impacts to resources. Chapter 2 

discloses alternatives analyzed in detail and those eliminated from 

detailed study.  Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design 

features that would reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   

AIMMCO has already designed the project using a minimum width 

of equipment to avoid road widening and other potential impacts 

associated with larger equipment in the FC-RONR Wilderness.  

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 disclose the footprint of equipment that may 

be needed and the scope of road maintenance that would occur. 
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11 
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11.1 

11.2 

11.3 

 

 

11.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.1 – Thank you for your comment 

 

11.2 – Acknowledge comment.  

 

11.3 – Thank you for your comment. Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses 

project design features to reduce or eliminate project effects 

including those related to wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the 

direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the project on wildlife 

resources.  Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for 

wildlife species.  This project would not result in take to ESA listed 

wildlife species nor would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife 

species.  The project record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS 

has concurred with a may effect, not likely to adversely effect 

determination for lynx. 

 

11.4 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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11.5 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.6 

11.7 

 

 

11.8 

 

 

11.9 

 

 

 

 

 

11.10 

 

 

 

11.5 - Acknowledge first-hand experience, knowledge & personal 

visits, to the Frank Church River of No Return Wilderness.   

 

11.6 – Sections 3.4 and 3.5 in the DEIS disclose direct and cumulative 

effects to fisheries, watershed, and soils resources.  Page 3-31 of the 

DEIS discusses potential effects from opening the Ella Adit.  

 

11.7 - Sections 3.4 and 3.5 in the DEIS disclose direct and cumulative 

effects to fisheries, watershed, and soils resources.  Page 3-31 of the 

DEIS discusses potential effects from opening the Ella Adit. 

 

11.8 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate. 

 

11.9 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.   

 

11.10 - The project record contains all previous comments submitted 

by these groups on this project and contains responses on those 

comments.  Other projects that may be referenced here would 

have comments addressed in those project records or administrative 

records on the Forest. 
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11.11 

 

 

 

11.12 

 

 

 

 

 

11.13 

 

11.14 

 

11.11 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.   

 

11.12 - Acknowledge comment.  Clearly work to development 

mineral resources in the Wilderness will impact that resource and 

have a degrading effect on the Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux 

of the FS management dilemma – respecting the claimant’s legal 

rights for purposes of legitimate mineral development while 

protecting the Wilderness environment.  

 

11.13 - The Forest Service negotiated the proposed action with 

AIMMCO under the terms of an Idaho District Court decision. The 

proposal balances the proponents’ needs with Forest Service 

requirements to minimize effects to Wilderness. 

 

11.14 – We would agree that Clouser v. Espy upheld the authority of 

the Forest Service to regulate means of access. Using motorized 

access is the only reasonable means to accomplish the proposed 

activities and greatly shortens the time necessary to complete the 

project. Placing one drill pad off claim precludes the need to 

construct a new section of road, substantially reducing the surface 

impacts of the project, and is not without precedent.  
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11.15 

 

 

 

 

11.16 

 

 

 

 

 

11.17 

 

 

 

 

 

11.18 

 

 

 

 

 

11.19 

 

 

 

 

11.15 - (see above) 

 

11.16 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

11.17 - Occupancy of the FC-RONR Wilderness may be approved.  

Section 3.2 of the EIS discussed applicable law and code with 

respect to occupancy. FSM 2800, Chapter 2810, Section 2818 

discussed occupancy of NFS lands available to claimants.   

 

11.18  - Although the project record includes a MRDG analysis 

(Minimum Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to 

preserve the Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-2]) and the need to permit ingress and egress which have been 

or are being customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) 

and mineral development activities that are reasonable and 

feasible, the EIS and ROD ultimately serve as the “minimum” needs 

analysis / decision in analyzing a mineral development in the 

Wilderness.     

 

11.19 - This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment.  
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11.20 

 

 

11.21 

 

 

 

11.22 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.23 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.20 - Section  2.3.6 of the EIS describes the Modifications to Use 

Electric Vehicles, Wind/Solar Charged Equipment, which was 

eliminated from detailed study. 

 

11.21 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

11.22 – The EIS recognizes and acknowledges impacts to Wilderness 

characteristics as a critical concern (Section 3.3).  The comparison 

with intrusions approved in past years was to provide a scale to 

assess the potential impacts from the Golden Hand mineral 

development project.  

 

11.23 - Alternative C described in Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was 

designed to respond to issues discussed in Section 1.10 of the EIS.  

Section 2.5 and 2.5.2.1 of the EIS discuss the comparison of 

alternatives.  Section 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 disclose effects to wilderness 

character and disclose that while not measureable, Alternative C 

would be slightly less impact than Alternative B.   

 

Alternative A would avoid irretrievable loss to wilderness character 

but can only be considered as intermediate step if a plan does not 

meet certain requirements.   
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11.24 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.25 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.26 

 

 

 

11.27 

 

 

 

 

 

11.28 

 

 

 

 

11.24 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate.   

 

11.25 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

11.26 - The Responsible Officer will document in the ROD the 

decision based on decisions disclosed in section 1.6 of the EIS. 

 

11.27 - Alternative C described in Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was 

designed to respond to issues discussed in Section 1.10 of the EIS.  

Section 2.5 and 2.5.2.1 of the EIS discuss the comparison of 

alternatives.  Section 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 disclose effects to wilderness 

character and disclose that while not measureable, Alternative C 

would be slightly less impact than Alternative B.   

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 disclose PDFs do reduce or prevent 

undesirable effects. 

 

11.28 – The project proponents are exercising valid existing rights 

under the terms of a court decision. Although economics cannot 

directly influence the Forest Service decision, they are discussed in 

Section 1.5. 
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11.29 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.30 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.31 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.29 – The August 9 Memorandum Decision (Civ. No. 00-291-S-BLW) 

did not establish clearly what work was to be done on the Golden 

Hand No’s. 1 & 2 lode mining claims. The implication was that the 

Forest Service had denied AIMMCO the opportunity to conduct 

assessment work, including drilling. EIS @ 1.5 

 

11.30 – See above. 

 

11.31 – In 1987 both the Forest Service and AIMMCO believed the 

Ella (Hand) adit to be on Claim No. 6. We now know it is on Claim 

No. 1. There was no map submitted with the 1987 plan so the 

location of the drill holes was not specified. 
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11.32 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.32 – We acknowledge your comments, but the purpose of this EIS 

is not to evaluate legal issues. The Forest Service has been directed 

by the Court to work with AIMMCO to allow them the opportunity to 

complete assessment work and prepare for a new validity exam. 

Section 1.5. 
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11.33 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.33 – The activities proposed on Claim No. 2 in 1987 involved 

construction of new road and drill pads, some of which would have 

occurred in wetlands. The current proposal would result in much less 

surface disturbance. 
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11.34 

 

 

 

 

11.35 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.34 – We agree that a discovery may be lost. Please see the 

response to 11.38-39.  However, Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the 

purpose and need and discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling 

to allow AIMMCO to prepare for validity hearing. 

 

11.35 – A new validity examination will be conducted subsequent to 

the issuance of a ROD for this EIS. 
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11.36 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.37 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.38 

 

 

 

 

 

11.36– Comment noted. 

 

11.37 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes alternatives, including section 

2.3.2 which eliminated from detailed study a non-mechanized only 

alternative.  Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the authorization, 

maintenance, and design features associated with road usage in 

the FC-RONR Wilderness. 

 

11.38 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate.   
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11.39 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.40 

 

 

 

 

 

11.41 

 

 

11.39 - Section 2.3.4 of the EIS is as stated.  The rationale is correct in 

that a temporary bridge could necessitate more trips into the 

wilderness, but specifically does not state within the wilderness.  It is 

understood that sourcing from Penn-Ida could result in more trips 

within the wilderness from the source to site over a 0.3 mile distance, 

but would be expected to less than into the wilderness over a 

roughly 3.0 mile distance.   

 

11.40 - Section 2.3.4 of the EIS describes the combined rationale for 

eliminating the alternative from detailed study.  Any one factor may 

not have eliminated the alternative but all factors in combination 

were considered in eliminating the alternative from more detailed 

study.  Staging at Pueblo Summit is only feasible for a very small 

amount of equipment and supplies.  The summit area and the road 

leading up are narrow and with very limited pullouts to stage 

materials or equipment in.   

 

11.41 Turbidity from the ford on Coin Creek will not reach fish, which 

are approximately 1 mile downstream (pg. 3-40 EIS). 
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11.42 

 

 

11.43 

 

 

 

11.44 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.45 

11.46 

 

 

 

 

 

11.47 

 

 

11.48 

 

 

 

11.42 - Section 2.3.4 of the EIS describes the combined rationale for 

eliminating the alternative from detailed study.  Any one factor may 

not have eliminated the alternative but all factors in combination 

were considered in eliminating the alternative from more detailed 

study. 

 

11.43 - Section 3.12.2 and 3.12.3 disclose that Alternatives would 

have no adverse effects on cultural resources. 

 

11.44 - Section 2.4.4 of the EIS describe design features to protect or 

reduce impacts to wildlife and white bark pine.  Section 3.6.3.2 and 

3.6.3.3 of the EIS discloses that project activities would have no 

meaningful change to vegetation resources when viewed at the 

stand or activity area.  The project record does contain a 

vegetation report that discloses that roughly 50 trees could be used 

to accomplish the project.   The project record contains a Forest 

Plan consistency check list.   

 

11.45 - The appropriate analyses will be completed.   The premise of 

the analysis was that rock would be clean.  If the test reveals 

contamination outside that expected, then as with any changed 

circumstance, the FS would evaluate the changes per FSH 1909.15, 

Section 18 to determine if a changed circumstance exists and 

respond accordingly. 

 

11.46- Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses effects to various resources and 

assumes that clean rock will be used.  Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 

2.4.4 describe design features that would reduce or prevent 

undesirable effects.  A metals leachability test (Synthetic 

Precipitation Leaching Procedure or equivalent) would be 

completed prior to use of waste rock as aggregate. 

 

11.47 - Only clean rock will be used. 

 

11.48 – The material to be stored at the Ella is mostly colluvium.   
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11.49 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.50 

 

 

 

 

 

11.51 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.52 

 

 

 

 

 

11.53 

 

 

11.49 – Only activities considered essential will occur in the 

Wilderness. 

 

11.50 - Section 2.3.7 of the EIS describes the Removal of Ella 

Excavated Material From the Wilderness Alternative, which was 

eliminated from detailed study.   

 

11.51 - Sec 3.1 of the Wildlife Specialist Report identifies the survey 

and occurrence records used in the analysis. 

 

11.52 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx.  

 

11.53 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx.  
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11.54 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.55 

 

 

 

11.56 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.54  - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx.  

 

 

11.55 – Thank you for your comments. 

 

11.56 - Sec 3.1 of the Wildlife Specialist Report identifies the survey 

and occurrence records used in the analysis. 
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11.57 

 

 

11.58 

 

 

 

 

11.59 

 

 

 

 

 

11.60 

11.61 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.62 

 

11.57 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

11.58 - Section 3.1 of the EIS discloses that in some cases discussions 

presented in Chapter 3 are summaries of more detailed reports 

found in the project record.  The project record contains a BA/BE for 

wildlife that discloses the effects to all TESPC species. 

 

11.59 – See response to comment 11.73 

 

11.60 - See response to comment 11.76 

 

11.61 – The Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion on effects 

to ESA listed fish contain a more detailed analysis of fuel transport to 

the project area including expected quantities that would be 

hauled along Johnson Creek, Lick Creek, the Secesh River, and the 

South Fork Salmon River.   

 

11.62 - Page 3-33 of the DEIS sites the same water quality information 

as pg. 3-85 of the Golden Hand #3 and #4 EIS.  Page 3-33 of the DEIS 

also discloses that the Ella Adit is dry and therefore not likely to 

produce acid drainage.   

 

The mine drainage from the adit on claim #3 had a lead 

concentration equal to the detection limit of 0.001 mg/l, which is 

below the state standard for ground water quality.  This drainage 

infiltrates into the ground a short distance from the mouth of the 

adit.  There is no adit drainage present on the #1 & #2 claims.  The 

Ella adit is approximately 2200 feet northeast of the #3 claim adit; 

there is no possible hydrologic connection between the two.  The 

groundwater specialist report describes groundwater conditions in 

the project area. 
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11.63 

 

 

 

 

 

11.64 

 

 

 

 

 

11.65 

11.66 

 

 

 

 

 

11.63 - There is no sign of any adit seepage in the vicinity of the 

collapsed Ella adit.  In the unlikely event that water is present in the 

adit, an infiltration trench would be excavated in the relatively 

coarse rock of the plaza in front of the adit.  There would be no 

discharge to surface water.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.64 - The existing condition for groundwater has been 

characterized in the groundwater specialist report and displayed in 

Section 3.4 of the EIS. 

 

 

11.65 – Appendix D of the EIS and the groundwater specialist report 

describe hole closure procedures and assumes that procedures 

would be followed when closing each hole. 

 

11.66 - The groundwater specialist report, Appendix D of the EIS, and 

Section 3.4 of the EIS addresses these issues. 
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11.67 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.68 

 

 

 

 

 

11.67 - This is a correct account of a ruling regarding a different 

project, not this one.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.68 - Drilling without mitigation measures can indeed affect 

groundwater resources.  The groundwater specialist report discusses 

these potential effects. 
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11.69 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.70 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.69 - Baseline conditions are described in the groundwater 

specialist report and Section 3.4 of the EIS.  Monitoring requirements 

are described in Appendix C   

 

 

 

 

11.70 - Acid mine drainage is not likely to be a concern with this 

project.  The Ella adit is presumed to be dry inside due to the lack of 

any surface expression of water (springs, seeps, wetland vegetation) 

in the vicinity of the collapsed adit mouth.  Nevertheless, excavation 

of the collapsed material would proceed according to procedures 

designed to minimize adverse environmental effects in the unlikely 

event that substantial water is encountered during excavation (see 

GW spec. rpt. and Section 1 SOPs.  There would be no increased 

potential for acid generation or metals leaching as a result of 

opening the Ella adit, since the excavated collapse material is all 

unmineralized colluvium and there would be no additional waste 

rock generated.  Only small channel samples would be removed 

from underground.   
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11.71 

 

 

 

 

11.72 

 

 

 

 

 

11.73 

 

 

 

 

 

11.74 

 

 

 

11.71- The groundwater specialist report addresses these issues. 

 

11.72 – Pages 3-41 and 3-42 of the DEIS provide an effects analysis 

for water diversion.  Page 2-18 of the DEIS describes design features 

to minimize and monitor rates of diversion.  The Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion provide an analysis of effects to 

ESA listed fish and include additional detail on monitoring which will 

be reflected in the final DEIS.  Water storage tanks will be filled at a 

rate no greater than 0.04 cfs or less than 10% of flow in Coin Creek.  

Once tanks are full the water lines will be shut off with valves. 

 

11.73 - Pages 3-41 and 3-42 of the DEIS provide an effects analysis for 

water diversion.  Page 2-18 of the DEIS describes design features to 

minimize and monitor rates of diversion.  The Biological Assessment 

and Biological Opinion provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and include additional detail on monitoring which will be reflected 

in the final DEIS.  Water storage tanks will be filled at a rate no 

greater than 0.04 cfs or less than 10% of flow in Coin Creek.  Once 

tanks are full the water lines will be shut off with valves. 

 

11.74 – This is an EIS to allow AIMMCO to complete “assessment 

work,” not a validity determination. 
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11.75 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.76 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.77 

 

 

 

11.75 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS discloses that reclamation 

activities would occur at the end of various operations.  Section 

2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would reduce 

or prevent undesirable effects. 

 

11.76 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS disclose that the project 

activities could occur during the summer and fall months and are 

expected to be completed in 3 seasons.  Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 

2.4.4 describe design features that would reduce or prevent 

undesirable effects.  Section 2.4.4 includes PDFs that resulted from 

consultation with the Services including the need to install sediment 

reduction features prior to winter each season.   

 

11.77 - In general, occupancy of the FC-RONR Wilderness may be 

approved.  Section 3.2 of the EIS discussed applicable law and 

code with respect to occupancy. FSM 2800, Chapter 2810, Section 

2818 discussed occupancy of NFS lands available to claimants.  

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 disclose any use or occupancy of NFS lands 

that would occur with Alternatives. 
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11.78 

 

 

 

 

11.79 

 

 

 

11.80 

11.81 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.82 

 

 

11.83 

 

 

 

11.84 

11.85 

 

 

11.86 

 

 

 

 

11.78 – Acknowledge comment. The project record includes a 

MRDG analysis (Minimum Requirements Decision Guide), addressing 

the need to preserve the Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 

1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the need to permit ingress and egress 

which have been or are being customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 

1964, Section 5b) and mineral development activities that are 

reasonable and feasible.  

 

11.79 - The project does not propose the storage of temporary food 

reserves at the work site. 

 

11.80 - Section 2.3.3 of the EIS discloses the rationale for eliminating 

this alternative from detailed analysis.  The Golden Meadows 

operations is separated from this area by one high mountain pass, 

many miles of access road, and the project area itself is higher in 

elevation with more snowpack likely.  Some areas of the Golden 

Meadows Project have not been worked in the winter due to 

ingress/egress problems that could have compromised safety when 

the sole means of crews access is by helicopter.   

 

11.81 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

11.82 - Forest Service personnel would work administratively to inform 

operators of the hazards and potential mitigations for wildfire safety.  

Section 2.4 of EIS details project design features associated with 

action alternatives including those pertaining to fire precautions. 

11.83 - Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses cumulative effects to various 

resources and includes ongoing motorized uses associated with 

recreation.  Appendix A of the EIS discusses Cumulative Effects 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  65 

 

11.84 - Effective March 14, 2011 the ROD for Golden Hand #3 and 

#4 was withdrawn.  Any future activity would require a NOI or POO 

and describe what level of activity would occur at that time.  The 

project is no longer considered in the cumulative effect analysis.   

 

11.85 - Effective March 14, 2011 the ROD for Golden Hand #3 and 

#4 was withdrawn.  Any future activity would require a NOI or POO 

and describe what level of activity would occur at that time.  The 

project is no longer considered in the cumulative effect analysis.   

 

11.86 - Clearly work to development mineral resources in the area 

will impact other uses and recreation activities.  This is indeed the 

crux of the FS management dilemma – respecting the claimant’s 

legal rights for purposes of legitimate mineral development while 

protecting the environment for other uses and users.  
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11.87 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.88 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.89 

 

 

 

 

 

11.90 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.87 - The project does not propose any milling.  Section 2.4.2 and 

2.4.3 of the EIS disclose that core and rock samples would be moved 

to Werdenhoff until transported off Forest for assay or permanent 

storage. 

 

11.88 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

11.89 – Alternatives B and C meet Forest Plan Standard MIST08 

because facilities and temporary use of unauthorized routes (i.e., 

road construction) in RCAs will only occur where no other 

alternatives exist.  Section 3.4 of the EIS, and the Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion describe how project design 

features will avoid or minimize effects to RCAs, ESA listed fish and 

designated critical habitat. 

 

 

 

 

11.90 - Sections 2.4.2.1 and 2.4.3.1 of the EIS disclose the Forest Plan 

amendment needed to complete the project.  The project record 

contains a Forest Plan consistency check. 
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11.91 

 

 

 

 

 

11.92 

 

 

11.93 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.94 

11.95 

 

 

11.96 

 

11.97 

 

 

11.91 - Sections 2.4.2.1 and 2.4.3.1 of the EIS disclose the Forest Plan 

amendment needed to complete the project.  The project record 

includes a Forest Plan consistency check including standards and 

guidelines associated with facilities in the RCA.    

 

11.92 – No mine waste facilities are proposed. 

 

11.93 - A watershed analysis was not completed prior to responding 

to this plan of operation.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose 

and need for the project.   The project record contains a fish BA 

disclosing the effects determinations to listed species.  Chapter 3 of 

the EIS discloses effects to various resources. 

 

11.94 - Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road maintenance 

and reconstruction that would occur, along with temporary road 

authorizations.  No road construction would occur.   

 

11.95 – Section 3.4 of the DEIS, and the Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion for ESA listed fish describe the effects of 

authorizing motorized use of unauthorized routes (i.e., road 

construction).   

 

11.96 - Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road maintenance 

and reconstruction that would occur, along with temporary road 

authorizations.  Forest Trail 13 is currently situated on the old road.   

No road construction would occur.   

 

11.97 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS, and the Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion for ESA listed fish describe the effects of 

authorizing motorized use of unauthorized routes (i.e., road 

construction), construction of drilling pads, trenching, and other soil 

disturbing activities.  Section 3.5 of the EDIS describes the potential 

for landslides. 
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11.98 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.99 

 

 

11.100 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.101 

 

 

11.98 – Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS provides a list of design features 

intended to minimize resource impacts.  The Biological Assessment 

and Biological Opinion on effects to ESA listed fish and designated 

critical habitat will provide additional design features to avoid or 

minimize adverse effects. 

 

11.99– The Fisheries Specialist Report (Project Record) provides a 

detailed assessment of road density in the analysis area and a 

literature review of the relationship between road density and fish 

and fish habitat. 

11.100 - The Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion on effects 

to ESA listed fish and designated critical habitat will provide 

additional design features to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

11.101 - The Big Creek TAP was completed in 2009.  The objectives 

stated in FSH 7709.55, Chapter 20, Section 20.2 would not apply to 

this project.  The project does not propose to add routes to the NFS 

system and would not require a TAP to inform the decision. 
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11.102 

11.103 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.104 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.105 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.106 

 

 

11.102 - The Big Creek TAP was completed in 2009.  The objectives 

stated in FSH 7709.55, Chapter 20, Section 20.2 would not apply to 

this project.  The project does not propose to add routes to the NFS 

system and would not require a TAP to inform the decision.  Sections 

2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road maintenance and 

reconstruction that would occur, along with temporary road 

authorizations.  No road construction would occur.   

 

11.103  – The Payette National Forest travel analysis process for the 

fisheries resource integrates Forest Plan management prescription 

categories, watershed restoration prioritization under the Aquatic 

Conservation Strategy, proximity to riparian areas and ESA listed fish. 

 

11.104 - Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road 

maintenance and reconstruction that would occur, along with 

temporary road authorizations.  No road construction would occur.   

Section 3.5.2 discloses the effects of Alternatives on soil resources 

including landslide prone area.   The silt fence design feature is 

intended to reduce impacts from slumping or channelized flow on 

the fill slope of constructed pads.  Section 2.4.4 discloses project 

PDFs designed to reduce project impacts. 

 

11.105 -The EIS included section 2.3.8 Helicopter Transport for Drill 

Rigs, which further explores the use of helicopters.   

 

11.106 - The EIS includes section 2.3.8 Helicopter Transport for Drill 

Rigs, which further explores the use of helicopters. 
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11.107 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.108 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.109 

 

11.107 - Section 2.3.3 discloses that winter operations were 

eliminated from detailed study.   

 

11.108 -  See earlier discussion of bonding 

 

11.109 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS disclose the requirement to 

post bonds.   Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not 

require the disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. 

Including bond estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. 

The NEPA analysis includes addressing mitigation and monitoring 

measures that typically require bonding but are not finalized until the 

NEPA decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond.   
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11.110 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.111 

 

 

 

 

 

11.112 

 

 

 

11.110 – The project record contains a minimum tools analysis. The FS 

worked with AIMMCO for more than two years to develop a plan 

that minimized adverse environmental impacts, met AIMMCOs 

needs and complied with the 2002 Federal District Court decision. 

 

11.111 – Acknowledge comment.  There will be monitoring to ensure 

motorized use is as approved for the mineral activities.   

 

11.112 - Section 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 disclose the impacts to the wilderness 

character.  Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design 

features that would reduce or prevent undesirable effects, including 

the need to dampen noise from equipment.  Regardless of 

dampening noise from operations would have impacts to the 

wilderness character. 
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11.113 

11.114 

 

 

11.115 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.116 

 

 

 

11.113 – Thank you for your comment. 

 

11.114 – A Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion are 

completed.  Section 2.3.9 of the DEIS discloses the No Adverse Effect 

to ESA Alternative that was eliminated from detailed study.   

 

11.115 – Section 3.4.4.2 in the DEIS provides an analysis of effects 

from the Coin Creek diversion.  The Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and designated critical habitat. 

 

11.116 - Section 3.9 of the EIS discloses the effects to noxious weeds.  

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects, including those needed to 

minimize impacts from noxious weeds. 
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11.117 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.118 

 

 

 

 

 

11.119 

 

 

 

 

 

11.120 

 

 

11.121 

 

 

 

11.117 – Acknowledge comment. Providing quality information and 

professional interpretation of the mining activities would be a useful 

in explaining the balance between Wilderness propagation and 

mineral development.    

 

11.118 – The Soil and Water Specialist Report (Project Record) 

discloses compliance with the EPA and DEQ regulatory framework.  

The Fisheries Specialist Report (Project Record) and Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion provide an analysis of effects to 

stream temperature and indirect effects to bull trout.  The DEQ 2010 

Integrated Report lists all streams in the analysis area as fully 

supporting beneficial uses. 

 

11.119  - The Forest Plan standards require the use of Watershed 

Condition Indicators in Appendix B (Forest Plan) to describe the 

baseline condition and effects to soil, water, riparian, and aquatic 

resources, and for ESA consultation.  Refer to the Fisheries Specialist 

Report (Project Record) and Biological Assessment Appendix B 

analysis.  Thank you for the suggestion to work with IDEQ to set a 

beneficial use reconnaissance program.  

 

11.120 - Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road 

maintenance and reconstruction that would occur, along with 

temporary road authorizations.  No road construction would occur.  

Section 2.4.4 describes the use of cameras to accomplish monitoring 

of trips. 

 

11.121 - Like or similar PDFs are being incorporated into the ROD.    

Appendix C of the EIS discloses the monitoring that would occur 

including daily inspections. 
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11.122 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.123 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.124 

 

 

11.122 - Sections 3.10.2 and 3.10.3 disclose the projects effects to air 

quality.  As described the project is not expected to impact overall 

visibility in the FC-RONR Wilderness, nor would any deposition likely 

have measurable increased in lake acidity.  Section 2.4.4 describes 

design features to reduce impacts to air quality including the need 

to reduce fugitive dust the most likely impact to wilderness 

character. 

 

11.123 -. Administration of the proposed activity is the responsibility of 

the Forest Service. The cost of implementing PDFs (“mitigation”) is the 

responsibility of the project proponent (AIMMCO). 

 

11.124 – The proposal being considered in this EIS is for limited 

collection of geologic information under the terms of a Federal 

District Court decision. No mining is proposed. 
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11.125 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.125 - The Forest Service did not accept AIMMCO’s proposal as 

submitted. The agency negotiated with AIMMCO for over two years 

before accepting a proposal it considered “reasonable” and within 

the scope of the Courts decision.  
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11.126 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.127 

 

 

 

 

 

11.128 

 

 

 

 

 

11.129 

 

 

11.126 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

11.127 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

There is no specific level of work required to establish validity, 

however it often requires extensive mapping, sampling and drilling 

to provide sufficient data to determine the extent of mineralization.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and discloses 

the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to prepare for 

validity hearing.   

 

11.128 - Sections 2.4.2.1 and 2.4.3.1 of the EIS disclose the Forest Plan 

amendment needed to complete the project.  The project record 

contains a Forest Plan consistency check. 

 

11.129 – The Forest Plan was revised in 2003, replacing the 

PACFISH/INFISH amendment with new standards and guidelines for 

soil, water, riparian, and aquatic resources including ESA listed fish.  

The revised Forest Plan requires use of Forest Plan Appendix B to 

describe baseline conditions and effects to Watershed Condition 

Indicators.  Appendix B also provides criteria for determining riparian 

conservation area widths.  The revised Forest Plan includes specific 

standards and guidelines for minerals and roads management (2003 

revised LRMP pgs III-48 and III-58). 
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11.130 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.131 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11.132 

 

 

 

 

11.133 

 

 

11.130 - The Forest Plan was revised in 2003, replacing the 

PACFISH/INFISH amendment with new standards and guidelines for 

soil, water, riparian, and aquatic resources including ESA listed fish.  

Consultation with the USFWS and NMFS on effects to ESA listed fish 

was completed for the 2003 revised Forest Plan.  

 

11.131 - Sections 2.4.2.1 and 2.4.3.1 of the EIS disclose the Forest Plan 

amendment needed to complete the project.  The project record 

contains a Forest Plan consistency check.  The ROD will document 

consistency with applicable law including ESA. 

 

11.132 – Thank you for the comment.  Assuming you meant to 

reference pp. 3-100 and 3-125-126 of the Golden Hand 3 & 4 DEIS, 

the Biological Opinions listed were replaced with Biological Opinions 

from USFWS and NMFS on the 2003 revised Forest Plan.  

 

11.133 – A Biological Opinion for effects to ESA listed fish has been 

prepared.  Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS includes terms and conditions 

incorporated from the opinions. 
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11.134 

 

 

 

 

11.135 

 

 

 

 

 

11.136 

11.137 

 

 

 

 

 

11.138 

 

 

 

 

 

11.139 

 

 

 

11.134 - This project would not expand the NFS system of roads.  All 

roads would be temporary. Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS 

describe road maintenance and reconstruction that would occur, 

along with temporary road authorizations.  No road construction 

would occur. 

 

11.135 - This project would not expand the NFS system of roads.  All 

roads would be temporary. Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS 

describe road maintenance and reconstruction that would occur, 

along with temporary road authorizations.  No road construction 

would occur. 

 

11.136 – Sections 3.4.5 and 3.5.3 in the EIS provide an analysis of 

cumulative effects on Fisheries, Watershed, and Soils.  The Fisheries 

Specialist Report (Project Record) and Biological Assessment provide 

an assessment of current condition as project effects to a sweat of 

Watershed Condition Indicators.  The Biological Assessment provide 

an assessment of cumulative effects on ESA listed fish and 

designated critical habitat, including interrelated and 

interdependent effects. 

 

11.137 - A watershed analysis was not completed prior to responding 

to this plan of operation.  The Big Creek TAP was completed in 2009.  

The objectives stated in FSH 7709.55, Chapter 20, Section 20.2 would 

not apply to this project.  The project does not propose to add 

routes to the NFS system and would not require a TAP to inform the 

decision.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for 

the project.   Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses effects to various 

resources including cumulative effects. 

 

11.138 - This project would not expand the NFS system of roads.  All 

roads would be temporary. Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS 

describe road maintenance and reconstruction that would occur, 

along with temporary road authorizations.  No road construction 

would occur. 

 

11.139 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project moving forward.  Other aspects of this comment are 

addressed in the previous responses to comments.    

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  79 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

80   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  81 
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12 
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12.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.2 

 

 

12.3 

 

 

12.4 

 

 

 

12.5 

 

 

 

12.1 - Section 3.3.2, 3.3.3, and 3.3.4 disclose the effects to wilderness 

character.  The project record contains a MRDG.  Section 1.5 of the 

EIS discloses the purpose and need including this section of the 

Wilderness Act. 

 

12.2 -There is no specific level of work required to establish validity, 

however it often requires extensive mapping, sampling and drilling 

to provide sufficient data to determine the extent of mineralization.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and discloses 

the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to prepare for 

validity hearing.   

 

12.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and 

discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to 

prepare for validity hearing. 

 

12.4 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

12.5 - Section 3.3 discloses the existing condition and affects to the 

wilderness resource. 
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12.6 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.7 

 

 

 

 

12.8 

 

 

 

 

 

12.9 

 

 

 

12.10 

 

 

 

 

12.11 

 

 

 

 

12.6 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

12.7 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate.   

 

12.8 - As stated by the CFR, reasonably foreseeable actions are 

those federal or non-federal activities not yet undertaken, for which 

there are decisions, funding, or identified proposals (36 CFR 220.3).  

Since the feasibility for future mining activities is currently 

undetermined, it is not a reasonably foreseeable action, and is not 

considered in the cumulative impacts analysis.  This would apply to 

other potential mineral developments in the area.  If future mining 

activities are pursued by any entity in this area, additional 

permitting, approvals, and environmental clearance would be 

required for those activities. 

 

12.9 - These roads were indeed built decades ago before the area 

was designated wilderness.  The use of temporary road is meant to 

be consistent with definitions found at 36 CFR 212.1. 

 

12.10 - Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the effects to various resources 

including wilderness character. 

 

12.11 - Comment acknowledged. 
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12.12 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.13 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.14 

 

 

 

 

12.12 - See Section 1.5 and 3.2 of the EIS for a discussion of previous 

exploration activity.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.13 - Validity determinations can be made at any stage of mineral 

activity from early stage exploration to late stages of active mining. 

 

 

 

12.14 - There is no “extensive development” proposed. See Section 

1.5 and 3.2 of the EIS for a discussion of previous exploration activity.     
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12.15 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.16 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

12.17 

 

 

12.18 

12.19 

 

12.20 

 

 

 

 

12.21 

 

 

  

 

12.15 - The proposal being analyzed is not a “massive development 

proposal.” No development is proposed. It is a very small project 

that has minimal surface effects other than being within a 

Congressionally designated Wilderness. 

 

12.16 - Project design features (DEIS pg. 2-15) were developed to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects to ESA listed fish and designated 

critical habitat as required by LRMP standards TEST06 and TEST29, 

including road maintenance, installation of an open bottom culvert, 

and rehabilitation of ford approaches.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion on effects to ESA listed fish and designated 

critical habitat will be prepared, whereby additional protective 

measures deemed necessary by the USFWS and NMFS no minimize 

impacts may be developed. 

 

12.17  - The WEPP model predicted reduction in sediment delivery is 

based on installation and maintenance of cross drains which direct 

water and sediment off of roads prior to reaching stream channels, 

and partial road bed obliteration at ford approaches following 

project activities (DEIS pg. 3-39). 

 

12.18 - The claimant would need to comply with all laws. However, 

the FS is currently not aware of a need for this project to obtain a 

NPDES permit for road-related water management structures on this 

project. Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road 

maintenance and reconstruction that would occur, along with 

temporary road authorizations.  No road construction would occur.   

 

12.19 - There is currently no identified requirement to obtain a NPDES 

permit for road-related water management structures or other 

activities on this project. 

 

12.20 – Pages 3-35 and 3-38 of the DEIS describe the potential 

delivery of sediment from increased motorized use, maintenance, 

and ford repair, which are not accounted for in the WEPP model.  In 

the no action alternative the existing unauthorized road system 

which WEPP predicts is delivering sediment would remain 

unchanged.  Page 3-31 of the DEIS discloses some of the WEPP 

model assumptions and warns that the model is best used as relative 

comparison of alternatives rather than an absolute measure of 

sediment delivery.  The use of professional judgment was necessary 
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to synthesis WEPP modeled delivery with expected delivery that 

could not be modeled. 

 

12.21 - Table S-1 on pg. S-13, and pg. S-17 in the DEIS provide 

preliminary assessments of effect to TES wildlife, plants, and fish.  

Pages 3-40 and 3-42 of the DEIS describe effects to ESA listed fish 

species and designated critical habitat.  The Biological Assessment 

and Biological Opinion (Project Record) on effects to ESA listed fish 

will further describe impacts to TES. 
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12.22 

 

 

 

12.23 

 

 

12.24 

 

 

12.25 

 

 

 

 

12.26 

 

 

 

12.27 

 

 

                                                                                                                                                

 

 

12.22 - Table S-1 on pg. S-13, and pg. S-17 in the EIS provide 

preliminary assessments of effect to TES wildlife, plants, and fish.  

Pages 3-40 and 3-42 of the EIS describe effects to ESA listed fish 

species and designated critical habitat.  The Biological Assessment 

and Biological Opinion (Project Record) on effects to ESA listed fish 

will further describe impacts to TES. 

 

12.23 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx.  

 

12.24 - Sec 3.1 of the Wildlife Specialist Report (Project Record) 

identifies the survey and occurrence records used in the analysis. 

 

12.25 – Surveys followed the USDA Forest Service guidelines for 

intuitive controlled surveys that consist of searching specific 

geographic areas to determine the presence of particular species 

or to evaluate the habitat suitability for those species in the area. 

 

12.26 - Section 3.7 discloses the effects to IRAs.  Five IRAs are located 

in the project area.  Alternatives are consistent with the Idaho 

Roadless Rule.  Section 3.7 does display some effects to IRA. 

 

12.27 – Section 1.5 of the EIS explains the purpose and need for the 

project, including the 08/12/2002 Federal District Court decision.  

 

A D-8 class bulldozer would be appropriate for the established road 

prism. 
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13 
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13.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

13.1 - The review of the document and the Minimum Requirement 

Analysis is appreciated.  Section 2. 5 of the EIS compares the 

Alternatives.  Section 3.3 of the EIS discloses the impacts to the 

wilderness character. 
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13.2 

 

13.3 

 

 

13.2 - The ROD would document the decision including the need to 

monitor daily.  This would require the FS to incur the cost of 

monitoring.   

 

13.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and 

discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to 

prepare for validity hearing. 
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14 
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14.1 

14.2 

 

 

 

14.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

14.1 – Thank you for the comment. 

14.2 – Thank you for your comment. 

 

 

 

 

14.3 – Thank you for the information.  Your assessment of fish 

distribution is consistent with the description in the DEIS and 

Biological Assessment. 
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14.4 

 

 

 

 

14.5 

 

 

 

 

 

14.4 – Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS provides a list of design features 

intended to minimize resource impacts.  The Biological Assessment 

and Biological Opinion on effects to ESA listed fish and designated 

critical habitat will provide measures to further avoid or minimize 

adverse effects.   

 

 

 

14.5 - Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS provides a list of design features 

intended to minimize resource impacts.  Specifically there are a 

number design features to reduce sediment delivery from roads and 

fording.  As assessment sediment D delivery related to the project is 

provided in the Section 3.4 of the EIS.  The Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion on effects to ESA listed fish and designated 

critical habitat will provide measures to further avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

98   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

15.1 

 

15.2 

 

 

 

 

 

15.3 

 

 

 

15.1 - Section 2.4.1 discloses the no actions alternative that would 

project wilderness character but also notes that holders of valid 

mining claims have a legal right to develop their claims and a 

reasonable plan of operations must be identified and approved.  

Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  Section 

1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  A 

reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate.   

 

Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS describe road maintenance and 

reconstruction that would occur, along with temporary road 

authorizations.  No road construction would occur. 

 

15.2 - Section 2.5.1.4 of the EIS describes the equipment necessary to 

conduct operations.  The large equipment listed is necessary to 

conduct the types and amounts of worked outlined in the 

Alternatives. 

 

Section 2.3.2 of the EIS describe the rationale for not analyzing a 

non-mechanized alternative in detail.  

 

15.3 - Section 3.2 of the EIS discusses the history of the Golden Hand 

site including roads.   Structures in the wilderness and at Werdenhoff 

are not currently authorized for use.   
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16.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

16.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and 

discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to 

prepare for validity hearing. 
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17.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

17.1 - Responses to that letter are addressed elsewhere in the 

response to comments document.  Section 1.5 of the EIS describes 

the purpose and need and discloses the FS is responding by legal 

ruling to allow AIMMCO to prepare for validity hearing. 
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18 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

18.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

18.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS describes the purpose and need and 

discloses the FS is responding by legal ruling to allow AIMMCO to 

prepare for validity hearing. 
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18.2 

 

 

 

18.3 

 

18.4 

 

 

18.5 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

18.2 - Section 2.4.1 discloses the no actions alternative that would 

project wilderness character but also notes that holders of valid 

mining claims have a legal right to develop their claims and a 

reasonable plan of operations must be identified and approved.  

Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  Section 

1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  A 

reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

The IDT will evaluate these comments for issues and develop other 

alternatives to respond to issues or to better define the range if 

appropriate. 

 

18.3 - Section 2.5.1.4 of the EIS describes the equipment necessary to 

conduct operations.  The large equipment listed is necessary to 

conduct the types and amounts of worked outlined in the 

Alternatives. 

 

18.4 - Section 2.3.2 of the EIS describe the rationale for not analyzing 

a non-mechanized alternative in detail. 

 

18.5 - Section 3.2 of the EIS discuss the history of the Golden Hand 

site including roads.   Structures in the wilderness and at Werdenhoff 

are not currently authorized for use. 
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18.6 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

18.6 - Your name will be removed from the mail list. 
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19.1 

 

 

 

 

19.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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20.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

20.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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21.1 

 

 

21.2 

21.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

21.4 

 

 

21.5 

 

 

 

 

 

21.6 

 

 

21.7 

  

 

21.1 - Section 2.4.1 discloses the no actions alternative that would 

project wilderness character but also notes that holders of valid 

mining claims have a legal right to develop their claims and a 

reasonable plan of operations must be identified and approved.   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

21.2 - The EIS recognizes and acknowledges impacts to Wilderness 

characteristics.   

 

21.3 – Thank you for your comments. Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS 

discloses project design features to reduce or eliminate project 

effects including those related to wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS 

discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the project 

on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5 discloses the effects 

determinations for wildlife species.  This project would not result in 

take to ESA listed wildlife species nor would it lead to listing of any 

sensitive wildlife species.  The project record contains a BA and BE 

for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with a may effect, not likely to 

adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

21.4 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

21.5 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects.  
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21.6 - Section 2.4.1 discloses the no actions alternative that would 

project wilderness character but also notes that holders of valid 

mining claims have a legal right to develop their claims and a 

reasonable plan of operations must be identified and approved.   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

21.7 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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21.7 

 

 

21.8 

 

 

 

 

21.9 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

21.10 

21.11 

21.12 

 

21.13 

21.14 

 

21.15 

 

21.16 

 

21.8 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

21.9 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment.  Section 1.10.1.1 discloses the issue of 

wilderness character.  Section 3.3 discloses the effects to the 

wilderness resource 

 

21.10 - The project proponents are exercising valid existing rights 

under the terms of a court decision.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses 

the purpose and need for the project. 

 

21.11 - The project proponents are exercising valid existing rights 

under the terms of a court decision.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses 

the purpose and need for the project including discussions on limits 

to FS authority for denying a reasonable plan of operations.  

 

21.12 - Clearly work to development mineral resources in the 

Wilderness will impact that resource and have a degrading effect 

on the Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management 

dilemma – respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of 

legitimate mineral development while protecting the Wilderness 

environment.   Section 2.3.5 of the EIS discloses the Reduced 

Motorized Access Alternative, which was eliminated from detailed 

study. 

 

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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21.13 - Section 1.5 describes the purpose and need for this project.  

The purpose of this project is to allow a mining claimant to collect 

information in advance of a new validity determination by the 

federal government.  

 

21.14 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS disclose the requirement to 

post bonds.  Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not 

require the disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. 

Including bond estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. 

The NEPA analysis includes addressing mitigation and monitoring 

measures that typically require bonding but are not finalized until the 

NEPA decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond.   

 

21.15 - Section 2.4.4 of EIS includes PDFs for mobilization and 

demobilization within the wilderness. 

 

21.16 - The FS is unaware of specific mandate to restore Wilderness 

conditions to those existing in 1980.  Page 2-2 of the FC-RONRW 

Management Plan under Desired Future Conditions:  “Preserving the 

wilderness character of the FC-RONRW is the overriding goal of the 

CIWA legislation and management. …Wilderness managers and 

users make efforts to prevent degradation of wilderness resources 

and to restore the wilderness values if they have been degraded 

beyond the intent of the law.”  Page 2-43 in the FC-RONRW Plan 

Standards and Guidelines #2.  Reasonable access will be located to 

have the least lasting impact in wilderness values.  To accomplish 

this, the use of motorized access by ground or air to claims shall be 

authorized only when proven essential.  Road, trail, bridge, or aircraft 

landing area construction or improvements is limited to those clearly 

identified as essential to the operation.”  

 

**This letter is a form letter that was sent in response to the request for 

comment.  Responses documented here will not be repeated elsewhere in 

this document.  However, in many cases commenters brought forward new 

concerns or thoughts on the project.  In those cases the new thoughts and 

concerns were addressed but the form responses were not reiterated 
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22.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

22.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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22.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

22.2 - Section 1.10 of the EIS discloses Issues associated with project 

including wilderness character. 
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23.1 

23.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

23.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

23.2 – Thank you for your comments. Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS 

discloses project design features to reduce or eliminate project 

effects including those related to wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS 

discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the project 

on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5 discloses the effects 

determinations for wildlife species.  This project would not result in 

take to ESA listed wildlife species nor would it lead to listing of any 

sensitive wildlife species.  The project record contains a BA and BE 

for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with a may effect, not likely to 

adversely effect determination for lynx. 
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24.1 

24.2 

 

 

 

 

24.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

24.2 – Thank you for your comments. 
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25.1 

 

 

 

 

25.1 - The EIS documents the review along with the project record. 
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26 
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26.1 

 

 

 

 

26.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   
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27.1 

 

 

 

 

27.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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28.1 

 

28.1 - Section 3.10 of the EIS discloses the impacts to air quality. 

Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to reduce 

or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 
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29.1 

 

 

 

29.1 Same response as letter 28 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  121 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

30.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

30.2 

 

 

30.3 

 

 

 

 

 

30.4 

 

 

30.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

30.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

30.3 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

30.4 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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31.1 

31.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

31.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   

 

31.2  - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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32.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

32.2 

 

 

32.3 

 

 

 

 

 

32.4 

 

 

32.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

32.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

32.3 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

32.4 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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33.1 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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34.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

34.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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35.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

35.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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36.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

36.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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37.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

37.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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38.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

38.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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39.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

39.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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40.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

40.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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41.1 

 

 

 

 

 

41.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

41.3 

41.4 

41.5 

 

 

41.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

41.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including the need to comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure 

that “operations are conducted so as, where feasible, to minimize 

adverse environmental impacts on NF surface resources”. 

 

41.3 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

41.4 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

41.5 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 
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42.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

42.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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43.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

43.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS discloses that the no action alternative 

could not be selected because ultimately claimants have a legal 

right to develop their claims.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discusses effects 

to wildlife species and 3.6.3.4 discloses determinations to lynx.  The 

project record contains a BA/BE that describes effects to TEPCS 

wildlife species. 

 

Section 3.4 of the EIS discloses the effects to fishery resources. 

 

Section 2.6 of the EIS discloses the FS preferred alternative. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

146   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

44.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

44.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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45.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

45.1 - A Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an 

analysis of effects to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects.  Section 1.5 of the DEIS discloses 

the purpose and need for the project including discussions on limits 

to FS authority for denying a reasonable plan of operations and 

requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a 

manner compatible with the preservation of the wilderness 

environment.  
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46.1 

 

 

 

 

46.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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47.1 

 

 

 

 

47.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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48.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

48.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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49.1 

 

 

 

49.2 

49.3 

49.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

49.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

49.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

49.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

49.4 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 
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50.1 

 

 

 

 

50.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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51.1 

 

 

 

 

 

51.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

51.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

 

51.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the roads that would be authorized 

as temporary roads and associated maintenance within the 

wilderness.  All roads already exist in the wilderness and no road 

would be physically built.   

 

Section 2.3 of the EIS describes alternatives eliminated from detailed 

study. 
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52.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

52.1 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 

 

As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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53.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

53.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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54.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

54.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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55.1 

55.2 

 

 

 

 

 

55.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

  

55.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 
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56 
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56.1 

 

 

 

 

 

56.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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57.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

57.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 

 

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the roads that would be authorized 

as temporary roads and associated maintenance within the 

wilderness.  All roads already exist in the wilderness and no road 

would be physically built. 
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58.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

58.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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59.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

59.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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59.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

59.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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60.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

60.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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61.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

61.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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62.1 

 

 

 

 

62.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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63.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

63.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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64.1 

 

 

 

 

 

64.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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65.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

65.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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66.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

66.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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67.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

67.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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68.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

68.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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69.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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70.1 

 

 

 

 

 

70.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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71.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

71.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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72.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

72.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 

 

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the roads that would be authorized 

as temporary roads and associated maintenance within the 

wilderness.  All roads already exist in the wilderness and no road 

would be physically built. 
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73.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

73.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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74.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

74.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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75.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

75.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   
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76 
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76.1 

 

 

 

 

76.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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77 
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77.1 

 

 

 

 

77.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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78.1 

 

 

 

78.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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79.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

79.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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80.1 

 

 

 

 

 

80.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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81.1 

 

 

81.2 

 

81.3 

81.4 

 

 

81.5 

 

 

81.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the roads that would be 

authorized as temporary roads and associated maintenance within 

the wilderness.  All roads already exist in the wilderness and no road 

would be physically built.  Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses effects from 

the project. 

 

81.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”.  

 

81.3 - Section 2.3 of the EIS describes alternative eliminated from 

detailed study.   

 

81.4 - Unauthorized structures are a result of distant past operations.  

Section 3.2 of the EIS describes the history of the mine that resulted in 

the construction of  

 

81.5 - The FS will evaluate these comments to determine if other 

alternatives exist or if an unknown issue is identified.  Section 1.10 of 

the EIS describes the issues and indicators. 
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82.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

82.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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83.1 

 

83.2 

 

83.3 

83.4 

83.5 

83.6 

 

 

 

 

83.1- Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the roads that would be 

authorized as temporary roads and associated maintenance within 

the wilderness.  All roads already exist in the wilderness and no road 

would be physically built.  Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses effects from 

the project. 

  

83.2 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the details of the action 

alternatives and does include the use of heavy equipment for the 

duration of three years.  Section 3.10 of the DEIS discloses effects to 

air quality Section 3.4 of the EIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 

 

83.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 

 

83.4 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12). 

   

83.5 – See comment response 83.2 

83.6 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 
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84 
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84.1 

 

 

 

84.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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85.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

85.2 

 

 

85.3 

85.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

85.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 

 

85.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, Snake River steelhead, and Columbia River bull trout, and 

will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

85.3 – Thank you for your comments. 

 

85.4 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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86.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

86.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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87.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

87.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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88.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

88.1 - The action alternatives are responding to the purpose and 

need described in Section 1.5 of the EIS. 
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89.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

89.1 - Thank you for the comment. 
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90.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

90.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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91.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

91.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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92.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

92.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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93.1 

 

 

 

 

 

93.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describes the temporary roads that 

would be authorized for use.  All roads already exist in the wilderness 

and no road would be physically built.  Section  

 

Section 3.6 of the EIS discusses effects to wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA/BE that describes effects to TEPCS wildlife 

species. 

 

Section 3.3 describes the effects to wilderness character.   
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94.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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95.1 

 

 

95.2 

 

 

95.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

95.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

 

95.2 - Thank you for your comment. 

 

 

95.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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96.1 

 

 

 

 

96.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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97.1 

 

 

 

 

97.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

234   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

98 
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98.1 

 

 

 

98.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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99.1 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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100.1 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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101.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

101.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations; requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment; and, the need to 

comply with 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that “operations are conducted 

so as, where feasible, to minimize adverse environmental impacts on 

NF surface resources”. 
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102.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

102.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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103.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

103.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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104.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

104.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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105.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

105.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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106.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

106.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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107.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

107.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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108 
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108.1 

108.2 

108.3 

 

108.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project. 

 

108.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

108.3 – Thank you for your comment. Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS 

discloses project design features to reduce or eliminate project 

effects including those related to wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS 

discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the project 

on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5 discloses the effects 

determinations for wildlife species.  This project would not result in 

take to ESA listed wildlife species nor would it lead to listing of any 

sensitive wildlife species.  The project record contains a BA and BE 

for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with a may effect, not likely to 

adversely effect determination for lynx. 
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109.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

109.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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110.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

110.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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111.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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112.1 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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113 
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113.1 

 

 

 

 

113.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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114.1 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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115.1 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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116 
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116.1 

 

 

 

 

116.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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117.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  271 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

118.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

118.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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119.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

119.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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120.1 

120.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

120.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

120.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 
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121.1 

 

 

 

 

 

121.2 

 

 

 

 

121.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

121.1 - The IDT was composed of Forest Service employees.  Section 

4.1 of the EIS discloses the individuals involved with preparation and 

review. 

 

121.2  - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

121.3 - Sections 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project 

Design Features to reduce or prevent undesirable effects resulting 

from proposed management activities.  These include features 

designed to for wilderness and recreation. 
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122.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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123.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

123.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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124.1 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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125 
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125.1 

 

 

 

 

125.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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126 
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126.1 

 

 

 

 

126.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under 36 CFR 228.8 to “..minimize 

adverse environmental impacts on National Forest surface 

resources.” 
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127.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

127.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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128.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

128.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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129 
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129.1 

 

 

 

129.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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130.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

130.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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131.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

131.1 - Sections 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project 

Design Features to reduce or prevent undesirable effects resulting 

from proposed management activities.  These include features 

designed to for wilderness and recreation. 
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132.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

132.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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133.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

133.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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134 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  301 

  

 

 

 

134.1 

 

 

 

 

134.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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135.1 

 

 

 

 

135.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

135.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

135.2 - Sections 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project 

Design Features to reduce or prevent undesirable effects resulting 

from proposed management activities.  These include features 

designed to for wilderness and recreation. 
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136.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

136.1 - Sections 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project 

Design Features to reduce or prevent undesirable effects resulting 

from proposed management activities.  These include features 

designed to for wilderness and recreation. 
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137 
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137.1 

 

 

137.2 

 

137.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

137.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including a description of AIMMCOs legal rights 
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138.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

138.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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139.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

139.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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140.1 

 

 

 

 

140.2 

140.3 

140.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

140.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need. 

 

140.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

140.3 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

140.4 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under 36 CFR 228.8 to ensure that 

“operations are conducted so as, where feasible, to minimize 

adverse environmental impacts on National Forest surface 

resources.” 
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141.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

141.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  313 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

314   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

142.1 

 

142.2 

 

142.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

142.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   

 

142.2 - Section 1.3 of the EIS discloses the project area description.  

Figure 1-1 discloses the proximity to the Salmon River. 

 

142.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 
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143.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

143.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project.  Section 1.2 of the EIS discloses the history of the project 
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144.1 

 

144.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

144.1 - Protections negotiated at the Big Thicket National Park are 

outside the scope of this project.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the 

purpose and need for the project. 

 

144.2 - Sections 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project 

Design Features to reduce or prevent undesirable effects resulting 

from proposed management activities.   
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145.1 

 

 

 

145.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

145.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

145.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  321 

  

146 
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146.1 

 

 

 

 

146.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

Appendix C of the EIS discloses the monitoring for the project.  The 

FEIS/ROD and final plan of operations will include a more complete 

monitoring plan. The Forest Service bonds for the full cost of 

reclamation. The FEIS does not provide bonding costs in the NEPA 

document since those costs cannot be calculated until an 

alternative is selected and a final plan of operation developed.  

 

Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not require the 

disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. Including bond 

estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. The NEPA analysis 

includes addressing mitigation and monitoring measures that 

typically require bonding but are not finalized until the NEPA 

decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond. 
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147.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

147.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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148.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

148.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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149 
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149.1 

 

 

 

 

149.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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150.1  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

150.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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151.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

151.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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152.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

152.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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153.1 

 

 

153.2 

 

153.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

153.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

153.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

153.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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154.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

154.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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155.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

155.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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156.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

156.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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157.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

157.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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158.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

158.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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159.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

159.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the effects to various resources. 
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160.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

160.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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161.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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162.1 

162.2 

162.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

162.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

162.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

162.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  351 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

352   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

163.1  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

163.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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164 
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164.1 

 

 

 

 

164.1 - Thank you for your comment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

356   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

165.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

165.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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166.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

166.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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167.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

167.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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168.1 

168.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

168.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

168.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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169.1  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

169.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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170.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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171.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

171.1 - The Discovery Channel and Schnabels are outside the scope 

of this project. 
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172.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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173.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

173.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

Chapter 2 includes descriptions of the actions that would occur 

under action alternatives. 
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174.1 

 

 

 

 

 

174.2 

 

174.3 

 

 

174.5 

 

 

 

174.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

174.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

174.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

174.5 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations submitted by AIMMCO and 

requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a 

manner compatible with the preservation of the wilderness 

environment. 
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175.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

175.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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176 
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176.1 

176.2 

 

 

 

176.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

176.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 
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177.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

177.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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178.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

178.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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179 
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179.1 

 

 

 

 

179.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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180.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

180.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   
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181.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

181.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  387 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

182.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

182.1 - The FC-RONR Wilderness does present a unique wilderness 

experience for those fortunate enough to visit. 
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183 
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183.1 

 

 

 

 

183.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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184 
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184.1 

 

 

 

 

184.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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185 
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185.1 

 

 

 

 

185.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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186.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

186.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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187.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

187.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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188.1 

188.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

188.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

188.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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189.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

189.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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190.1 

190.2 

190.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

190.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

190.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 

 

190.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  403 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

404   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

191.1 

 

 

 

 

191.2 

191.3 

191.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

191.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

191.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

191.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

 

191.4 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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192.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

192.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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193 
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193.1 

193.2 

 

 

 

 

193.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

193.2 - Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the effects to various resources. 

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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194.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

194.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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195.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

195.1 – Thank you for your comment. 
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196 
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196.1 

 

 

 

 

196.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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197.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

197.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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197.2 

197.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

197.2 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

197.3 - Thank you for your comment. 
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198.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

198.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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199.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

199.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness. 
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200 
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200.1 

 

 

 

200.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

Mining outside the project area is not within the scope of this 

project. 
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201.1 

 

 

201.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

201.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

201.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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202.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

202.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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203.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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204.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

204.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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205.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

205.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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206.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

206.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project. 
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207 
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207.1 

 

 

 

207.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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208 
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208.1 

 

 

 

208.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project. 
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209.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

209.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness. 
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210.1 

 

 

 

 

210.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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211 
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211.1 

 

 

 

 

211.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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212.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

212.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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213.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

213.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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214.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

214.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment.   

 

Gold abundance is outside the scope of this project. 
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215 
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215.1 

 

 

 

 

215.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

Section 3.3 of the EIS discloses the impact to wilderness character 

from this project. 
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216.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

216.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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217.1  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

217.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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218 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  459 

  

 

 

 

218.1 

 

 

 

 

218.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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219.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

219.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   
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220.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

220.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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221.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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222.1 

 

 

 

 

222.2 

 

222.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

222.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

222.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 

 

222.2 - Section 3.3 of the EIS discloses the impacts to FC-RONR and its 

character. 

 

222.3 - Section 2.3 of the EIS discloses those alternatives that were 

eliminated from detailed study including Section 2.3.2, Non-

Mechanized with Access by Foot and Pack Stock. 

 

222.4 - The Forest Service bonds for the full cost of reclamation. The 

FEIS does not provide bonding costs in the NEPA document since 

those costs cannot be calculated until an alternative is selected and 

a final plan of operation developed.  

 

Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not require the 

disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. Including bond 

estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. The NEPA analysis 

includes addressing mitigation and monitoring measures that 

typically require bonding but are not finalized until the NEPA 

decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond. 
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223.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

223.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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224.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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225.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

225.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project. 
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226.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

226.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been fount exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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227.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

227.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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228.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

228.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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229.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

229.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

229.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

229.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  479 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

230.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

230.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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231 
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231.1 

 

 

 

 

 

231.1 - Thank you for supporting the Forest Service management of 

wilderness. 
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232 
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232.1 

 

 

 

 

232.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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233.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

233.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations developed by AIMMCO. 
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234 
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234.1 

 

 

 

 

234.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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235 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  489 

  

 

 

 

 

235.1 

 

 

 

 

 

235.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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236 
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236.1 

 

 

 

 

236.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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237.1 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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238 
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238.1 

 

 

 

 

 

238.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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239.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

239.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been fount exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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240.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

240.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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241.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

241.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 

 

Chapter 2 of the EIS discloses the activities that would occur under 

the action alternatives.   
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242.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

242.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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243.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

243.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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244.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

244.1 - The cessation of gold mining is outside the scope of this 

project. 
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245 
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245.1 

 

 

 

 

245.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need and 

includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse 

environmental impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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246.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

246.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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247.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

247.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

514   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

248.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

248.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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  Response to Comments 

 

516   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

249.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

249.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

518   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

250.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

250.1 - The FC-RONR Wilderness does provide a unique wilderness 

experience to those fortunate enough to visit.  Section 1.5 of the EIS 

discloses the purpose and need for the project including discussions 

on limits to FS authority for denying a reasonable plan of operations 

and requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a 

manner compatible with the preservation of the wilderness 

environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where feasible, to 

minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National Forest 

surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  519 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

520   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

251.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

251.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  521 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

522   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

252.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

252.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  523 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

524   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

253.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

253.1 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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  Response to Comments 

 

526   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

254.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  527 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

528   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

255.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

255.1 - Section 2.3.2 of the EIS discloses those alternatives eliminated 

from detailed study including Non-Mechanized with Access by Foot 

and Pack Stock. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

530   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

256.1 

256.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

256.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

256.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Section 3.4.4.2 specifically described 

effects from the Coin Creek water diversion.  Design features 

intended to minimize resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of 

the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide 

an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  531 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

532   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

257.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

257.1 - The need for more gold is outside the scope of this project. 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  533 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

534   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

258.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

258.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  535 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

536   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

259.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

259.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  537 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

538   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

260.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

260.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  539 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

540   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

261.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

261.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  541 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

542   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

262.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

262.1 - Wildlife in the urban interface is outside the scope of this 

project. 

 

Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to reduce 

or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  543 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

544   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

263.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

263.1 - Acknowledge first-hand experience & personal visit to the 

Frank Church River of No return Wilderness.  As noted throughout the 

EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by the 

1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, 

which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  545 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

546   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

264.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  547 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

265.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

265.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

  

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

548   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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266.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

266.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

550   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  551 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

267.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

267.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

552   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

268 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  553 

  

 

 

 

268.1 

 

 

 

 

268.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

554   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

269.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

269.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  555 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

556   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

270.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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  Response to Comments 

 

558   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

271.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

271.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  559 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

272.1 

 

 

272.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

272.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

272.2 - The important nature of FC-RONR is understood.  Chapter 3.3 

discloses the effects of the project to wilderness character.  Chapter 

3.12 discloses the effects to cultural resources. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

560   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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273 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

562   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

273.1 

 

 

273.1- Digging holes in shareholders/CEO yards is outside the scope 

of the project. Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need 

for the project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  563 

  

274 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

564   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

274.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

274.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  565 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

275.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

275.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

566   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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276.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

568   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  569 

  

277.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

570   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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278.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

572   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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279.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

574   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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